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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response tine paper filed on 12/03/07. Applicant's election 
without traverse of Group I, claims 1-43, 51 , 52, and 58-76 in the reply filed on 
December 3, 2007 is acknowledged. 

Claims 53-57 were Improperly restricted since a method that gives PYY is 
encompassed by a method that gives PYY and GLP-1 . Therefore, claims 53-57 are 
rejoined and are thus examined. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-76 are pending. Claims 44-50 are withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .12(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 
Claims 1-43, 51-76 will be examined herein. 

Priority 

This application is a 371 of PCT/GB03/00062 filed on 01/10/2003, which claims 
benefit of PCT/US02/31944 filed on 09/24/2002, which claims priority to 60/392,109 
filed on 06/28/2002, and which claims foreign priority to UNITED KINGDOM GB 
0200507.2 filed on 01/10/2002. The priority is awarded to the aforementioned 
applications. 

IDS 

The Information Disclosure Statement filed on 10/1 1/2005 have been received 
and entered. The references cited on the PTO-1449 Form have been considered by the 
examiner and a copy is attached to the instant Office Action. 
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Drawings 

Drawings submitted on 07/12/2004 are accepted by tine examiner. 

Objections to the Specification 

The specification is objected to because some of the features noted in the Brief 

Description of the Drawings on pages 4-8 are not visible in the drawings filed. 
Arrowhead in 1 b 
Arrowheads in 4d 
Arrows with tails in 4e 

Difference between bright arrow and dark arrow in 6d 
Applicants are required to change the descriptions or to provide drawings with the 
features clearly rendered. 

Objection to Claims 

Claims 1-43 and 51-76 are objected to for the use of abbreviations without 
spelling out their terms upon their first appearance in the claims. GLP-1 should be first 
noted as "GLP-1 (glucagon-lil^e peptide 1)" as found on page 9 of the specification, and 
PYY should be first noted as "PYY (peptide YY)" as found on page 16 of the 
specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 15, 25, 27, 31, and 32 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. The 
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instant claims depend from the higher numbered claims and thus should be rewritten as 
newly added, later claims. 

Claims 8, 67, 68, 72 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) 
in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim 8 is not further limiting, since all the conditions noted in claim 1 would be 
alleviated by reducing nutrient availability. 

Claims 67, 68, and 72 are objected to because they fail to further limit. Examiner 
suggests that the claim should be amended to change "comprises" language to — is— 
so that the claim is further limiting. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 34, 52 and 55 are e rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 34 is rejected because the phrase "substantially simultaneously" is 
indefinite because either the administration is simultaneous or whether it is not. 
Therefore, further clarification is required in the claim as presented. 
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Claims 52 and 55 are rejected because a broad range or limitation together with 
a narrow range or limitation that falls within the broad range or limitation (in the same 
claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the 
metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the 
explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 
USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is 
followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The Board stated that this can render 
a claim indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by 
such language is (a) merely exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not 
required, or (b) a required feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions 
o1 Ex parte Steigewald, 131 USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. 
App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present 
instance, claims 52 and 55 recite the broad recitation "does of 20 to 60 nmoles" and the 
claim also recites "35 to 45 nmoles" which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. Thus, claims 52 and 55 do not further limit. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 69 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. This is a new matter rejection. The claim(s) 
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contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 69 refers to "slow, ... preparation" which represents a new matter. If 
Applicants assert to the contrary, to overcome the instant rejection, Applicants are 
required to point out the page and line number in the disclosure where such a support is 
provided. Otherwise, Applicants are required to cancel the new matter in response to 
the rejection.. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-35, and 37-43, 51-65, and 67-74 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

To satisfy the written description requirement, a patent specification must 
describe the claimed invention in sufficient detail that one skilled in the art can 
reasonably conclude that the inventor had possession of the claimed invention. See, 
e.g., Moba, B.V. v. Diamond Automation, Inc., 325 F.3d 1306, 1319, 66 USPQ2d 1429, 
1438 (Fed. Cir. 2003); Vas-Catli, Inc. v. Mahurkar, 935 F.2d at 1563, 19 USPQ2d at 
1116. However, a showing of possession alone does not cure the lack of a written 
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description. Enzo Biochem, Inc. v. Gen-Probe, Inc., 323 F.3d 956, 969-70, 63 USPQ2d 
1609, 1617 (Fed. Cir. 2002). 

To provide adequate written description and evidence of possession of a claimed 
genus, the specification must provide sufficient distinguishing identifying characteristics 
of the genus. The factors to be considered include disclosure of complete or partial 
structure, physical and chemical properties, functional characteristics, structure/function 
correlation. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-35, 37-43, 51-65, and 67-74 are drawn to methods of 
administering to a subject a PYY or its agonist. The specification fails to provide any 
critical structural feature to adequately describe the genus of PYY agonist that may be 
administered in the claimed method. The specification refers to a human PYY and PYY 
(3-36) which are not sufficiently representative of the claimed genus of PYY agonists. 
There is also not defined relation between function and structure of the PYY agonists, 
and there is not identification of any particular portion of the structure of the PYY 
agonists that must be conserved. Thus, in the absence of sufficient recitation of 
distinguishing identifying characteristics, the specification does not provide adequate 
written description of the genus of PYY agonists. 

Claims 1-43 and 51-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for reducing hunger, decreasing calorie 
intake, increasing satiety, does not reasonably provide enablement for preventing 
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weight gain or preventing obesity. Tlie specification does not enable any person skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to use the 
invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

The enablement requirement refers to the requirement that the specification 
describe how to make and how to use the invention. There are many factors to be 
considered when determining whether there is sufficient evidence to support a 
determination that a disclosure does not satisfy the enablement requirement and 
whether any necessary experimentation is undue. These factors include, but are not 
limited to: Quantity of Experimentation Necessary; Amount of direction or guidance 
presented; Presence or absence of working examples; Nature of the Invention; State of 
the prior art and Relative skill of those in the art; Predictability or unpredictability of the 
art and Breadth of the claims (see In re Wands, 858 F.2d at 737, 8 USPQ2d at1404 
(Fed. Cir. 1988). The factors most relevant to the instant invention are discussed below. 

The amount of experimentation required to practice the claimed invention is 
undue as the claims encompass effective amounts of PYY or its agonist and GLP-1 or 
its agonist in prevention of obesity or weight gain (see specifically instant claims 1 , 2, 
and 53). The experimentation is undue because it would be an undue effort to designate 
particular concentrations of PYY and/or PYY and/or other agents to define the amount 
that will prevent weight gain or obesity. As it is known by one skilled in the art, obesity is 
a condition associated with different conditions or diseases or increase in mortality, for 
example. Thus, prevention of obesity in a diabetic patient would be different than 
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prevention of obesity in a "liealtliy" i.e. not diseased subject, for example. Thus, the 
experimentation required in regards to prevention is undue. 

In addition, there is no experimentation that would teach in a disclosure how to 
prevent weight gain and obesity. For example, as it is commonly accepted in the prior 
art, the word "prevent" refers to any activity which reduces the burden of mortality from 
a disease. Also, it takes different level of experimentation to show prevention of obesity 
or a weight gain, for example, to compare with prevention of the development of a 
disease, or prevention that can occur at the emergence of symptoms. Further, 
prevention can occur by reducing the negative impact of already established weight 
gain or obesity, or reduction of disease-related complications, for example. No such 
data, and information is found in the disclosure. 

There is no predictability in regards to prevention of weight gain and obesity as 
described above. Therefore, there is no predictability of the invention as claimed. 

Further, the prior art is unpredictable in regards to the prevention of weight gain 
and prevention of obesity since those diseases or symptoms require multilateral 
approach and treatment. Moreover, obesity has multiple components which are not 
currently known. Thus, the prior art provides evidence for the high degree of 
unpredictability for the prevention of obesity and weight gain. See also discussion 
above. 

The specification lacks adequate guidance/direction to enable a skilled artisan to 
practice the claimed invention commensurate in scope with the claims in regards to 
prevention of weight gain and obesity. 
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The working examples provided do not rectify the missing information in regards 
to prevention of weight gain and obesity. 

Therefore, it is clear that the specification does not provide support for the broad 
scope of the claims that encompass prevention of weight gain and obesity. Further, 
there is not necessary direction or guidance regarding prevention of weight gain and 
obesity. 

Thus, for the aforementioned reasons, the specification is not considered 
enabling for one skilled in the art to make and use the claimed invention as the amount 
of experimentation required is undue, due to the broad scope of the claims regarding 
prevention of weight gain and obesity, as claimed. 

Claims 1-3, 5-43, 51-65, and 67-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, because the specification, while being enabling for a method comprising 
administering a PYY or PYY(3-36) to a subject, does not reasonably provide 
enablement for all agonist of PYY. The specification does not enable any person skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to use the 
invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

The enablement requirement refers to the requirement that the specification 
describe how to make and how to use the invention. There are many factors to be 
considered when determining whether there is sufficient evidence to support a 
determination that a disclosure does not satisfy the enablement requirement and 
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whether any necessary experimentation is undue. These factors include, but are not 
limited to: Quantity of Experimentation Necessary; Amount of direction or guidance 
presented; Presence or absence of working examples; Nature of the Invention; State of 
the prior art and Relative skill of those in the art; Predictability or unpredictability of the 
art and Breadth of the claims (see In re Wands, 858 F.2d at 737, 8 USPQ2d at1404 
(Fed. Cir. 1988). The factors most relevant to the instant invention are discussed below. 

The amount of experimentation required to practice the claimed invention is 
undue as the claims encompass effective amounts of PYY agonists that are used in the 
method claimed. In view of the complexity of the nature of PYY-related compounds, it is 
unpredictable whether a compound that is related to PYY would work in the same 
manner as that of PYY. Thus, it would require undue experimentation for one skilled in 
the art to make the genus of PYY agonists to use the claimed agonists commensurate 
In scope with the claims. 

In addition, there is no experimentation that would teach in a disclosure what Is 
the structure of PYY agonists and what characteristic structure, i.e. common sequence 
structure they should possess to be in a genus of PYY agonists, fro example. 

There Is no predictability in regards to the structure of PYY agonists because it is 
unpredictable whether a compound that is related to PYY would work In the same 
manner as that of PYY. For example, U.S. patent No. 5,574,010 teaches a PYY agonist, 
NPY (see column 3). However, from the instant disclosure, NPY is not active in 
inhibiting food intake (see for example Table 1 and Figure 1). Therefore, the art is 
unpredictable because since it would require undue experimentation for one skilled in 
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the art to make the genus of PYY agonists and to use the claimed agonists 
commensurate with the claims. 

The specification lacks adequate guidance/direction to enable a skilled artisan to 
practice the claimed invention commensurate in scope with the claims in regards to 
Different PYY agonists other than PYY and PYY (3-36). Further, the working examples 
provided do not rectify the missing information in regards to PYY agonists. 

Therefore, it is clear that the specification does not provide support for the broad 
scope of the claims that encompass unspecified PYY agonists. 

Thus, for the aforementioned reasons, the specification Is not considered 
enabling for one skilled in the art to make and use the claimed invention as the amount 
of experimentation required is undue, due to the broad scope of the claims regarding 
prevention of weight gain and obesity, as claimed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-16, 18, 21-31, 33-68, 70, and 74-76 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Pittner et al. U.S. 20020141985 (filing date 
December 14, 2001). 

Pittner et al. teach methods of peripherally administering PYY and its agonists 
separately or together with one or more other compounds, such as GLP-1 or its 
agonists, such as exedin-4, to treat metabolic disorders such as obesity or diabetes, 
and that those disorders can be alleviated by reducing caloric availability or eating 
disorders. See Abstract and paragraph [0002], [00 13], [0017] and [0022]. (instant claims 
1,4-6, 8, 11-13, 31,35, 36,75, 76). 

Pittner et al. further teach their methods as useful in weight reduction. See 
paragraph [001 1]. (instant claim 2) 

In paragraph [0046] Pittner et al. teach that administration of PYY or agonist is 
performed for the purpose of suppressing appetite at a desired level, for example, 
(instant claim 3). 

In paragraph [0022], Pittner et al. teach the methods of administration of PYY 
and its agonists that may be administered separately or together with one or more other 
compounds such as GLP-1 or its agonists, such as exendin-4, thus teaching sequential 
administration, (instant claims 9 and 34). 

In paragraph [0042] Pittner et al. teach that the composition is administered 
parenteraly (including intravenous, intramuscular or subcutaneous), nasal or oral 
administration; where PYY and exendin or exendin agonist and other: food-intake- 
reducing agents, plasma-glucose lowering agents or plasma lipid-altering agents are 
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administered separately or together with the composition, (instant claims 14, 67, and 
74). When different compositions have different formulation, different administration 
routes will be used in the art ( instant claim 10). 

In paragraph [0027] Pittner et al. teach administration of PYY in a dose 
dependent manner wherein the composition is peripherally injected in a single or pulse 
dose, (instant claim, 68). 

In paragraph [0028], Pittner et al. teach administration of the composition over a 
period of 4 weeks with continuous infusion for a multiple dose effect, (instant claim 18 is 
included in this rejection because the infusion is for the multiple does effect i.e. 
administration for the period of weeks). Further, paragraph [0022] teaches 
administration of compounds separately or together, thus in multiple doses since they 
are administered more than once, for example. 

In paragraphs [0021] and [0047], Pittner et al. teach administration of PYY or 
agonist in a single or divided doses (instant claim 18 is included in this rejection 
because it refers to a divided doses). 

In paragraph [01 13] Pittner et al. teach that a method of administration of PYY 
and its agonist and GLP-1 and its agonist (like exendin) will decrease body weight. 
(Instant claims 1-14; and instant claims 31, 34-36, 67, 73-76). 

In paragraph [0019] Pittner et al. teach administration of PYY or agonist where it 
improves lipid profile, (instant claim 7). 

In paragraph [0005] Pittner et al. teach that an alternate molecular form of PYY 
useful in the method is PYY[3-36]. (instant claim 66). 
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In paragraph [0005] Pittner et al. teach that PYY or PYY[3-36] is a selective 
ligand at the Y2 receptors, (instant claim 25; claims 26-30 are included in this rejection 
because they just describe the effects of binding of the PYY agonist after its 
administration, which is an inherent characteristic of the PYY peptides and its agonists). 

In paragraph [0048] of Pittner et al. teach that the compounds are useful to treat 
human subjects (instant claim 33). 

In paragraph [0021] Pittner et al. teach administration of PYY or agonist where a 
dose is about 1 |jg to about 5 mg per day in single or divided doses, or about 0.01 [iglkg 
to about 500 per dose, more preferably about 0.05 pg/kg t about 250 |jg/kg, 
most preferably below about 50 |jg/kg; where the dosages in these ranges will vary with 
the potency of each agonist, of course, and are readily determined by one of skill in the 
art. In paragraph [0046] Pittner et al. teach that as effective amount of therapeutic 
agent will vary with many factors including the age and weight of the patient, the weight 
level to be obtained and other factors. In paragraph [0047] Pittner et al. teach that the 
effective daily appetite suppressing dose of the compounds will be in the range between 
about 0.01 Mg/kg to about 100 (jg/kg/dose; and the dosages can be accordingly 
adjusted to desired conditions, for example, (instant claims 15, 16, 21-24, 37-43, 46-49, 
51 , 52, 54-65, and 70 are included in this rejection because examiner used for 
calculation purposes the molecular weight of human PYY (from BLAST and other 
protein databases UniProtKB/Swiss-Prot: PI 0082) to be 4.31 kDa=4310 g/mol, and thus 
all values of PPY or its agonist claimed in the instant invention that are expressed in 
nmoles or pmols are in the range of Pittner et al. that teaches administration of PYY or 
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agonist in the range of 0.01 |jg/kg to about 500 MQ/kg per dose. Therefore, converting 
values of Pittner et al. to nmoles is calculated as follows where Pittner has the range 
from 1 |jg to 5 mg: 1 |jg of PYY are 0.232 nmoles and 5 mg are 1 160.1 nmoles, which 
covers a very broad range of values; next for example, the range from 0.01 \iglkg to 
about 500 |jg/kg per dose is as follows: 0.01 pg/kg is 0.0023 nmoles/l<g and 500 
|jg/kg is 1 16.01 nmoles/kg, which covers a very broad range of values and thus 
anticipates the claims as aforementioned above. If Applicants assert otherwise, they are 
required to present their own calculations to prove examiner calculations as incorrect. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 32, and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pittner et al. U.S. 20020141985 (filing date December 14, 2001) in view of Yang 
Y., "Emerging therapeutic targets in obesity: new approaches to controlling body 
we/gW," Emerging Therapeutic Targets , 3(1), pages 165-176 (1999). 

The teachings of Pittner et al. are disclosed above where Pittner et al. do not 
teach appetite suppressants. 

Yang teaches currently used drug as reducing body weight, such as 
fenfluramine, mazindol etc. (See Figure 1 on page 166) (instant claims 1, 32, and 73). 
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Further, Yang teaches that appetite suppressants of Figure 1 are used to induce and 
maintain a state of negative energy balance until the desired weight loss is achieved. 
(See page 166, left column, second paragraph). On page 166, left column, second 
paragraph, Yang refers to drugs that cause inhibition of food intake or stimulation of 
satiety, thus appetite suppressants. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a method to treat obesity or weight gain where GLP-1 
and/or PYY and/or appetite suppressants are used since Pittner et al. teach that GLP1 
and PYY and other agents are used to treat obesity or weight gain and Yang 
supplements the teachings with additional agents that are appetite suppressants, which 
are currently used for reducing body weight. 

One skilled in the art would be motivated to add appetite suppressants to a 
composition used in the method of treatment of obesity or body weight since they are 
proven to be effective, and are being currently used until the desired weight loss is 
achieved. Therefore the invention is prima facie obvious. 

Claims 17, 19, 20, 71 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pittner et al. U.S. 20020141985 (filing date December 14, 2001). In 
paragraphs [0057] and [0085] Pittner et al. teach that animals were fasted for 1 day, or 
20 hours, respectively, prior to administration. 
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Therefore it would liave been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a method of treatment where the PYY or agonist is 
administered 30 minutes prior to meal because Pittner et al. teaches that animals are 
fasted for 1 day or 20 hours before administration of PYY or agonist because the 
teaching of Pittner et al. strongly support such data (instant claim 17, where the PYY or 
agonist were administered at least 30 minutes prior to a meal). 

In paragraphs [0063] and [01 1 1] Pittner et al. teach that Figure 1 shows 
significantly reduced food intake measured over 60 minutes (see Figure 1 for continuing 
trend in decrease in food intake, thus inherently it would show decrease in caloric intake 
for at least 2 hrs, as claims 19 and 20 assert). Further, in the middle of [01 1 1] paragraph 
Pittner et al. state that in the data not presented in their patent, they documented that 
PYY reduced food intake in long term studies, where specifically PYY or agonists delay 
gastric emptying, for example. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a method where the PYY or agonist will decrease caloric 
intake for at least 2 hours or longer periods of time as presented in Figure 1 and 
suggested by long term studies of Pittner et al. because the trends of Pittner et al. 
strongly support such outcomes, (instant claims 19 and 20 are included in this rejection 
because according to Figure 1 and supporting statements it is clear that PYY or agonist 
will decrease caloric intake for at least 2 hrs). 

In paragraphs [0057] and [0085] Pittner et al. teach that animals were fasted for 1 
day, or 20 hours, respectively, prior to experiment; and in paragraph [0021] Pittner et al. 
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teach administration of PYY or agonist where a dose is about 1 pg to about 5 mg per 
day in single or divided doses, or about 0.01 pg/kg to about 500 pg/l<g per dose (see 
conversion to moles above). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a method where PYY or agonist is administered in the 
range of about 0.5 to about 135 pmoles/kg at least about 30 minutes prior to a meal 
because Pittner et al. teach such a dose that was provided to a starved rats thus 
provided at least 30 minutes prior to a meal, (instant claim 71 is included in this rejection 
because Pittner et al. teaches administration of PYY or agonist in an amount of 05.5 to 
about 135 pmol at least 30 minutes prior to a meal). 

In paragraph [0046] Pittner et al. teach that administration of PYY or agonist is 
performed for the purpose of suppressing appetite at a desired level (thus sustained 
release would be an obvious choice). Further, in paragraph [0027] Pittner et al. teaches 
administration of PYY in a dose dependent manner and paragraph [0028] teaches 
administration over a period of 4 weeks to decrease calorie intake. Further, in 
paragraph [0019] Pittner et al. states that the invention features methods of reducing 
food intake and [0021] Pittner et al. teach that administration of PYY or its agonist can 
be administered separately or together with one or more other compound and 
compositions that exhibit a long term or short term action to reduce nutrient availability. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a method where the subject would have decreased 
calorie intake for period of about 2 to 12 hours since Pittner et al. teach different 
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administrations of PYY or GLP-1 or their agonist, where the main purpose is to 
decrease calorie intake in the subject and thus to cause a weight loss as suggested by 
Pittner et al. One skilled in the art would expect that such administration would decrease 
calorie intake in a subject. 

Therefore the invention is prima facie obvious. 



Conclusion 

No claims are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Agnes Rooke whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2055. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kathleen Kerr Bragdon can be reached on 571-272-0931 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
272-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.qov . Should you have 
any questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197. 
AR 

/Kathleen Kerr Bragdon/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1656 



